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DETAILED ACTION 



1. This Office Action is in response to Application No. 10/774,871 filed 2/29/2004. 
Claims 1 - 57 are pending and have been examined. 

2. The information disclosure statements (IDS) submitted on 4/26/2004, 1 1/03/2004, 
03/15/2005, 06/03/2005, 07/29/2005, 08/22/2005, 10/28/2005, 11/10/2005, 
01/30/2006, 04/25/2006, 07/24/2006, 10/30/2006 were considered by the examiner. 

Claim Objections 

3. Claims 37, 38, 39 and 40 are objected to because of the following informalities: 
Each of the claims, 37, 38, 39 and 40, are written to be dependent from claim 37. 
The claims should be dependent upon claim 36. During examination it was 
interpreted as if these claims were dependent upon claim 36. Appropriate correction 
is required. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

4. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 
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5. The factual inquiries set forth in Graham v. John Deere Co., 383 U.S. 1 , 148 
USPQ 459 (1966), that are applied for establishing a background for determining 
obviousness under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) are summarized as follows: 

1 . Determining the scope and contents of the prior art. 

2. Ascertaining the differences between the prior art and the claims at issue. 

3. Resolving the level of ordinary skill in the pertinent art. 

4. Considering objective evidence present in the application indicating 
obviousness or nonobviousness. 

6. Claims 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 7, 8, 9, 10, 13, 14, 16, 18, 19, 20, 23, 24, 25, 26, 27, 29, 31, 32, 
33, 36, 37, 38, 39, 40, 41, 42, 43, 44, 45, 47, 48, 49, 50 and 51 are rejected under 35 
U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Iwamura (US Patent Application 
Publication 2003/0059047) in view of Bonan et al. (US Patent Application 
Publication 2004/0240668). 

7. Claims 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 7, 8, 9, 10, 13, 14, 16, 18, 19, 20, 23, 24, 25, 26, 27, 29, 31, 32, 
33, 36, 37, 38, 39, 40, 41, 42, 43, 44, 45, 47, 48, 49, 50 and 51 are provisionally 
rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being obvious over copending Application No. 
10/767,421 which has a common assignee with the instant application. Based upon 
the earlier effective U.S. filing date of the copending application, it would constitute 
prior art under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) if published or patented. This provisional rejection 
under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) is based upon a presumption of future publication or 
patenting of the conflicting application. 

This provisional rejection might be overcome either by a showing under 37 CFR 
1 .132 that any invention disclosed but not claimed in the copending application was 
derived from the inventor of this application and is thus not the invention "by another," 
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or by a showing of a date of invention for the instant application prior to the effective 
x U.S. filing date of the copending application under 37 CFR 1.131. This rejection 
might also be overcome by showing that the copending application is disqualified 
under 35 U.S.C. 103(c) as prior art in a rejection under 35 U.S.C. 103(a). See MPEP 
§ 706.02(l)(1 ) and § 706.02(l)(2). 



Consider claim 1 , Iwamura clearly teaches the use of a removable device for the 
manipulation of a stream of data containing packet identifiers (PIDs). 

A method of manipulating a stream of data in a CableCARD device, 
comprising: 

receiving a stream of data from a host (Fig. 2: The data from the front- 
end 208 is thus diverted to the POD card 150 [0060] Iwamura), the 
stream of data comprising a plurality of packets each having a packet 
identifier (PID) associated therewith (Fig. 2: Host CPU 250 informs CPU 
270 of the PID (Packet Identifier) numbers of the program the user 
choses. [0066] Iwamura) 

sending the data stream with remapped packet identifiers back to the host. 
(Fig. 2: The re-encrypted data stream goes to decrypter 224 through 
the POD interface 212. [0060] Iwamura) 

The use of a removable device allows for improved security of data by 
manipulating data inside the device and transmitting encrypted data back to the 
host (see paragraph 7 of Iwamura). 

However, Iwamura does not explicitly teach the use of selective encryption via 
PID remapping. Specifically, Iwamura et al. do not teach: 

selecting certain of the packets for remapping of the packet identifiers 
associated with the selected packets; 

remapping the packet identifiers of the selected packets so that the 
packets are associated with a new packet identifier; 

In the same field of endeavor Bonan et al., which discloses a system for 
providing selective encryption on a set-top box (STB), clearly teaches; 
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selecting certain of the packets for remapping of the packet identifiers 
associated with the selected packets; 

remapping the packet identifiers of the selected packets so that the 
packets are associated with a new packet identifier; (Fig. 2: Encrypted 
packets with the secondary PID are decrypted at 230 and then 
recombined with the data stream (e.g., by remapping the packets to 
the primary PID) for decoding. [0064] Bonan) 

Therefore, at the time the invention was made, it would have been obvious to 
one with ordinary skill in the art to have included selective encryption via PID 
remapping, as taught by Bonan et al., in the system disclosed by Iwamura for the 
advantage of allowing legacy equipment and encrypted equipment to operate in 
the same network (see paragraphs 48 to 50 of Bonan et al.) while providing the 
increased security benefits of a removable module. 

Consider claim 2, Iwamura combined with Bonan et al. as in claim 1 , clearly 
teaches; 

The method according to claim 1 , wherein the stream of data includes 
encrypted packets. (Fig. 2: The data from the front-end 208 is thus 
diverted to the POD card 150 and is decrypted by decrypter 218 
[0060] Iwamura) 

Consider claim 3, Iwamura combined with Bonan et al. as in claim 1 , clearly 
teaches; 

The method according to claim 2, wherein the stream of data is selectively 
encrypted. (In general, the encryption technique disclosed herein 
seeks to encrypt portions of an audio or video signal while leaving 
other portions of the audio or video signal in the clear to conserve 
bandwidth. [0056] Bonan) 

Consider claim 4, Iwamura combined with Bonan et al. as in claim 1, clearly 
teaches; 

The method according to claim 2, further comprising decrypting the 
encrypted packets. (Fig. 2: The data from the front-end 208 is thus 
diverted to the POD card 150 and is decrypted by decrypter 218 
[0060] Iwamura) 

Consider claim 5, Iwamura combined with Bonan et al. as in claim 1 , clearly 
teaches; 



Application/Control Number: 10/774,871 



Page 6 



Art Unit: 2621 

The method according to claim 4, further comprising re-encrypting the 
encrypted packets. (Fig. 2: The data from the front-end 208 is thus 
diverted to the POD card 150 and is decrypted by decrypter 218 and 
re-encrypted by encrypter 214. [0060] Iwamura) 

Consider claim 7, Iwamura combined with Bonan et al. as in claim 1, clearly 
teaches; 

The method according to claim 4, wherein the remapping is carried out on 
the unencrypted packets. (Fig. 2: Encrypted packets with the 
secondary PID are decrypted at 230 and then recombined with the 
data stream (e.g., by remapping the packets to the primary PID) for 
decoding. [0064] Bonan) 

Consider claim 8, Iwamura combined with Bonan et al. as in claim 1, clearly 
teaches; 

The method according to claim 1 , wherein the CableCARD comprises an 
OpenCable.TM. compliant CableCARD (While the present invention is 
described in conjunction with an embodiment of an OpenCable.TM. 
compliant television Set-Top Box [0050] Iwamura) 

Consider claim 9, Iwamura combined with Bonan et al. as in claim 1, clearly 
teaches; 

The method according to claim 1 , wherein the remapping comprises 
remapping packets to substitute packets in the stream of data on a packet 
for packet basis. (The primary PIDs (025) in the input stream are 
replaced with the secondary PID (125) for the clear packets (C). 
[0074] Bonan) 

Consider claim 10, Iwamura combined with Bonan et al. as in claim 1, clearly 
teaches; 

The method according to claim 1 , wherein the remapping comprises 
remapping packets to provide for insertion of a packet into the stream of 
data. (Fig. 2: Encrypted packets with the secondary PID are 
decrypted at 230 and then recombined with the data stream (e.g., by 
remapping the packets to the primary PID) for decoding. [0064] 
Bonan) 

Consider claim 13, Iwamura clearly teaches the use of a removable device for 
the manipulation of a stream of data containing packet identifiers (PIDs). 
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A method of manipulating a stream of data in a CableCARD device, 
comprising: 

receiving a stream of data from a host (Fig. 2: The data from the front- 
end 208 is thus diverted to the POD card 150 [0060] Iwamura), the 
stream of data comprising a plurality of packets each having a packet 
identifier (PID) associated therewith (Fig. 2: Host CPU 250 informs CPU 
270 of the PID (Packet Identifier) numbers of the program the user 
choses. [0066] Iwamura), and wherein the stream of data further 
comprises encrypted packets (Fig. 2: The data from the front-end 208 is 
thus diverted to the POD card 150 and is decrypted by decrypter 218 
[0060] Iwamura); 



decrypting the encrypted packets; (Fig. 2: The data from the front-end 
208 is thus diverted to the POD card 150 and is decrypted by 
decrypter 218 [0060] Iwamura) 

re-encrypting the decrypted packets . (Fig. 2: The data from the front- 
end 208 is thus diverted to the POD card 150 and is decrypted by 
decrypter 218 and re-encrypted by encrypter 214. [0060] Iwamura); 

and 

sending the data stream with remapped packet identifiers back to the host. 
(Fig. 2: The re-encrypted data stream goes to decrypter 224 through 
the POD interface 212. [0060] Iwamura) 

The use of a removable device allows for improved security of data by 
manipulating data inside the device and transmitting encrypted data back to the 
host (see paragraph 7 of Iwamura). 

However, Iwamura does not explicitly teach the use of selective encryption via 
PID remapping. Specifically, Iwamura et al. do not teach: 

selecting certain of the packets for remapping of the packet identifiers 
associated with the selected packets; remapping the packet identifiers of 
the selected packets so that the packets are associated with a new packet 
identifier; 

In the same field of endeavor Bonan et al., which discloses a system for 
providing selective encryption on a set-top box (STB), clearly teaches; 

selecting certain of the packets for remapping of the packet identifiers 
associated with the selected packets; remapping the packet identifiers of 
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the selected packets so that the packets are associated with a new packet 
identifier; (Fig. 2: Encrypted packets with the secondary PID are 
decrypted at 230 and then recombined with the data stream (e.g., by 
remapping the packets to the primary PID) for decoding. [0064] 
Bonan) 

Therefore, at the time the invention was made, it would have been obvious to 
one with ordinary skill in the art to have included selective encryption via PID 
remapping, as taught by Bonan et al., in the system disclosed by Iwamura for the 
advantage of allowing legacy equipment and encrypted equipment to operate in 
the same network (see paragraphs 48 to 50 of Bonan et al.) while providing the 
increased security benefits of a removable module. 

Consider claim 14, Iwamura combined with Bonan et al. as in claim 13, clearly 
teaches; 

The method according to claim 13, wherein the stream of data is 
selectively encrypted. (In general, the encryption technique disclosed 
herein seeks to encrypt portions of an audio or video signal while 
leaving other portions of the audio or video signal in the clear to 
conserve bandwidth. [0056] Bonan) 

Consider claim 16, Iwamura combined with Bonan et al. as in claim 13, clearly 
teaches; 

The method according to claim 13, wherein the remapping is carried out 
after the decrypting. (Fig. 2: Encrypted packets with the secondary PID 
are decrypted at 230 and then recombined with the data stream (e.g., 
by remapping the packets to the primary PID) for decoding. [0064] 
Bonan) 

Consider claim 18, Iwamura combined with Bonan et al. as in claim 13, clearly 
teaches; 

The method according to claim 13, wherein the CableCARD comprises an 
OpenCable.TM. compliant CableCARD. (While the present invention is 
described in conjunction with an embodiment of an OpenCable.TM. 
compliant television Set-Top Box [0050] Iwamura) 

Consider claim 19, Iwamura combined with Bonan et al. as in claim 13, clearly 
teaches; 

The method according to claim 13, wherein the remapping comprises 
remapping packets to substitute packets in the stream of data on a packet 
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for packet basis. (The primary PIDs (025) in the input stream are 
replaced with the secondary PID (125) for the clear packets (C). 
[0074] Bonan) 

Consider claim 20, Iwamura combined with Bonan et al. as in claim 13, clearly 
teaches; 

The method according to claim 13, wherein the remapping comprises 
remapping packets to provide for insertion of a packet into the stream of 
data. (Fig. 2: Encrypted packets with the secondary PID are 
decrypted at 230 and then recombined with the data stream (e.g., by 
remapping the packets to the primary PID) for decoding. [0064] 
Bonan) 



Consider claim 23, Iwamura clearly teaches the use of a removable device for 
the manipulation of a stream of data containing packet identifiers (PIDs). 

A CableCARD device for manipulation of a stream of data, comprising: 

means for receiving a stream of data from a host (Fig. 2: The data from 
the front-end 208 is thus diverted to the POD card 150 [0060] 
Iwamura), the stream of data comprising a plurality of packets each 
having a packet identifier (PID) associated therewith; (Fig. 2: Host CPU 
250 informs CPU 270 of the PID (Packet Identifier) numbers of the 
program the user choses. [0066] Iwamura) 

means for sending the data stream with remapped packet identifiers back 
to the host. (Fig. 2: The re-encrypted data stream goes to decrypter 
224 through the POD interface 212. [0060] Iwamura) 

The use of a removable device allows for improved security of data by 
manipulating data inside the device and transmitting encrypted data back to the 
host (see paragraph 7 of Iwamura). 

However, Iwamura does not explicitly teach the use of selective encryption via 
PID remapping. Specifically, Iwamura et al. do not teach: 

a PID remapper that selects certain of the packets for remapping of the 
packet identifiers associated with the selected packets, and remaps the 
packet identifiers of the selected packets so that the packets are 
associated with a new packet identifier; 
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In the same field of endeavor Bonan et aL, which discloses a system for 
providing selective encryption on a set-top box (STB), clearly teaches; 

a PID remapper that selects certain of the packets for remapping of the 
packet identifiers associated with the selected packets, and remaps the 
packet identifiers of the selected packets so that the packets are 
associated with a new packet identifier; (Fig. 2: Encrypted packets with 
the secondary PID are decrypted at 230 and then recombined with 
the data stream (e.g., by remapping the packets to the primary PID) 
for decoding. [0064] Bonan) 

Therefore, at the time the invention was made, it would have been obvious to 
one with ordinary skill in the art to have included selective encryption via PID 
remapping, as taught by Bonan et aL, in the system disclosed by Iwamura for the 
advantage of allowing legacy equipment and encrypted equipment to operate in 
the same network (see paragraphs 48 to 50 of Bonan et al.) while providing the 
increased security benefits of a removable module. 

Consider claim 24, Iwamura combined with Bonan et al. as in claim 23, clearly 
teaches; 

The CableCARD device according to claim 23, wherein the stream of data 
further comprises encrypted packets. (Fig. 2: The data from the front- 
end 208 is thus diverted to the POD card 150 and is decrypted by 
decrypter 218 [0060] Iwamura) 

Consider claim 25, Iwamura combined with Bonan et al. as in claim 23, clearly 
teaches; 

The CableCARD device according to claim 24, further comprising a 
decrypter for decrypting the encrypted packets. (Fig, 2: The data from 
the front-end 208 is thus diverted to the POD card 150 and is 
decrypted by decrypter 218 [0060] Iwamura) 

Consider claim 26, Iwamura combined with Bonan et al. as in claim 23, clearly 
teaches; 

The CableCARD device according to claim 25, further comprising an 
encrypter for re-encrypting the decrypted packets. (Fig. 2: The data from 
the front-end 208 is thus diverted to the POD card 150 and is 
decrypted by decrypter 218 and re-encrypted by encrypter 214. 
[0060] Iwamura) 
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Consider claim 27, Iwamura combined with Bonan et al. as in claim 23, clearly 
teaches; 

The CableCARD device according to claim 24, wherein the stream of data 
is selectively encrypted. (In general, the encryption technique 
disclosed herein seeks to encrypt portions of an audio or video 
signal while leaving other portions of the audio or video signal in the 
clear to conserve bandwidth. [0056] Bonan) 

Consider claim 29, Iwamura combined with Bonan et al. as in claim 23, clearly 
teaches; 

The CableCARD device according to claim 23, wherein the remapping is 
carried out prior to the re-encrypting. (Fig. 2: Encrypted packets with the 
secondary PID are decrypted at 230 and then recombined with the 
data stream (e.g., by remapping the packets to the primary PID) for 
decoding. [0064] Bonan) 

Consider claim 31, Iwamura combined with Bonan et al. as in claim 23, clearly 
teaches; 

The CableCARD device according to claim 23, wherein the CableCARD 
comprises an OpenCable.TM. compliant CableCARD. (While the present 
invention is described in conjunction with an embodiment of an 
OpenCable.TM. compliant television Set-Top Box [0050] Iwamura) 

Consider claim 32, Iwamura combined with Bonan et al. as in claim 23, clearly 
teaches; 

The CableCARD device according to claim 23, wherein the remapping 
comprises remapping packets to substitute packets in the stream of data 
on a packet for packet basis. (The primary PIDs (025) in the input 
stream are replaced with the secondary PID (125) for the clear 
packets (C). [0074] Bonan) 

Consider claim 33, Iwamura combined with Bonan et ah as in claim 23, clearly 
teaches; 

The CableCARD device according to claim 23, wherein the remapping 
comprises remapping packets to provide for insertion of a packet into the 
stream of data. (Fig. 2: Encrypted packets with the secondary PID are 
decrypted at 230 and then recombined with the data stream (e.g., by 
remapping the packets to the primary PID) for decoding. [0064] 
Bonan) 
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Consider claim 36, Iwamura clearly teaches the use of a removable device for 
the manipulation of a stream of data containing packet identifiers (PIDs). 

A CableCARD device for manipulation of a stream of data, comprising: 

means for receiving a stream of data from a host (Fig. 2: The data from 
the front-end 208 is thus diverted to the POD card 150 [0060] 
Iwamura), the stream of data comprising a plurality of packets each 
having a packet identifier (PID) associated therewith; (Fig, 2: Host CPU 
250 informs CPU 270 of the PID (Packet Identifier) numbers of the 
program the user choses. [0066] Iwamura) 

means for sending the data stream with remapped packet identifiers back 
to the host. (Fig. 2: The re-encrypted data stream goes to decrypter 
224 through the POD interface 212. [0060] Iwamura) 

The use of a removable device allows for improved security of data by 
manipulating data inside the device and transmitting encrypted data back to the 
host (see paragraph 7 of Iwamura). 

However, Iwamura does not explicitly teach the use of selective encryption via 
PID remapping. Specifically, Iwamura et al. do not teach: 

a PID remapper that selects certain of the packets for remapping of the 
packet identifiers associated with the selected packets, and remaps the 
packet identifiers of the selected packets so that the packets are 
associated with a new packet identifier; 

In the same field of endeavor Bonan et al., which discloses a system for 
providing selective encryption on a set-top box (STB), clearly teaches; 

a PID remapper that selects certain of the packets for remapping of the 
packet identifiers associated with the selected packets, and remaps the 
packet identifiers of the selected packets so that the packets are 
associated with a new packet identifier; (Fig. 2: Encrypted packets with 
the secondary PID are decrypted at 230 and then recombined with 
the data stream (e.g., by remapping the packets to the primary PID) 
for decoding. [0064] Bonan) 

Therefore, at the time the invention was made, it would have been obvious to 
one with ordinary skill in the art to have included selective encryption via PID 
remapping, as taught by Bonan et al., in the system disclosed by Iwamura for the 
advantage of allowing legacy equipment and encrypted equipment to operate in 
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the same network (see paragraphs 48 to 50 of Bonan et al.) while providing the 
increased security benefits of a removable module. 

Consider claim 37, Iwamura combined with Bonan et al. as in claim 36, clearly 
teaches; 

The CableCARD device according to claim 37, wherein the stream of data 
is selectively encrypted. (In general, the encryption technique 
disclosed herein seeks to encrypt portions of an audio or video 
signal while leaving other portions of the audio or video signal in the 
clear to conserve bandwidth. [0056] Bonan) 

Consider claim 38, Iwamura combined with Bonan et al. as in claim 36, clearly 
teaches; 

The CableCARD device according to claim 37, wherein the remapping is 
carried out at any point prior to the decrypting, prior to the re-encrypting 
(Fig. 2: Encrypted packets with the secondary PID are decrypted at 
230 and then recombined with the data stream (e.g., by remapping 
the packets to the primary PID) for decoding. [0064] Bonan), or after 
the re-encrypting. 

Consider claim 39, Iwamura combined with Bonan et al. as in claim 36, clearly 
teaches; 

The CableCARD device according to claim 37, wherein the CableCARD 
comprises an OpenCable.TM. compliant CableCARD. (While the present 
invention is described in conjunction with an embodiment of an 
OpenCable.TM. compliant television Set-Top Box [0050] Iwamura) 

Consider claim 40, Iwamura combined with Bonan et al. as in claim 36, clearly 
teaches; 

The CableCARD device according to claim 37, wherein the remapping 
comprises remapping packets in at least one of the following manners: 

remapping packets to substitute packets in the stream of data on a packet 
for packet basis; (The primary PIDs (025) in the input stream are 
replaced with the secondary PID (125) for the clear packets (C). 
[0074] Bonan) 

remapping packets to provide for insertion of a packet into the stream of 
data; 
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remapping one packet for multiple packets; or mapping multiple packets 
for one packet. 

Consider claim 41 , Iwamura clearly teaches the use of a removable device for 
the manipulation of a stream of data containing packet identifiers (PIDs). 

A method of manipulating a stream of data in a CableCARD device, 
comprising: 

receiving a stream of data from a host (Fig. 2: The data from the front- 
end 208 is thus diverted to the POD card 150 [0060] Iwamura), the 
stream of data comprising a plurality of packets each having a packet 
identifier (PID) associated therewith; (Fig. 2: Host CPU 250 informs CPU 
270 of the PID (Packet Identifier) numbers of the program the user 
choses. [0066] Iwamura) 



sending the data stream with remapped packet identifiers back to the host. 
(Fig. 2: The re-encrypted data stream goes to decrypter 224 through 
the POD interface 212. [0060] Iwamura) 

The use of a removable device allows for improved security of data by 
manipulating data inside the device and transmitting encrypted data back to the 
host (see paragraph 7 of Iwamura). 

However, Iwamura does not explicitly teach the use of selective encryption via 
PID remapping. Specifically, Iwamura et al. do not teach: 

selecting certain of the packets for remapping of the packet identifiers 
associated with the selected; 

In the same field of endeavor Bonan et al., which discloses a system for 
providing selective encryption on a set-top box (STB), clearly teaches; 

selecting certain of the packets for remapping of the packet identifiers 
associated with the selected packets (Fig. 2: Encrypted packets with 
the secondary PID are decrypted at 230 and then recombined with 
the data stream (e.g., by remapping the packets to the primary PID) 
for decoding. [0064] Bonan); 

Therefore, at the time the invention was made, it would have been obvious to 
one with ordinary skill in the art to have included selective encryption via PID 
remapping, as taught by Bonan et al., in the system disclosed by Iwamura for the 
advantage of allowing legacy equipment and encrypted equipment to operate in 
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the same network (see paragraphs 48 to 50 of Bonan et al.) while providing the 
increased security benefits of a removable module. 

Consider claim 42, Iwamura combined with Bonan et al. as in claim 41 , clearly 
teaches; 

The method according to claim 41 , wherein the stream of data includes 
encrypted packets. (Fig. 2: The data from the front-end 208 is thus 
diverted to the POD card 150 and is decrypted by decrypter 218 
[0060] Iwamura) 

Consider claim 43, Iwamura combined with Bonan et al. as in claim 42, clearly 
teaches; 

The method according to claim 42, wherein the stream of data is 
selectively encrypted. (In general, the encryption technique disclosed 
herein seeks to encrypt portions of an audio or video signal while 
leaving other portions of the audio or video signal in the clear to 
conserve bandwidth. [0056] Bonan) 

Consider claim 44, Iwamura combined with Bonan et al. as in claim 42, clearly 
teaches; 

The method according to claim 42, further comprising decrypting the 
encrypted packets. (Fig. 2: The data from the front-end 208 is thus 
diverted to the POD card 150 and is decrypted by decrypter 218 
[0060] Iwamura) 

Consider claim 45, Iwamura combined with Bonan et al. as in claim 44, clearly 
teaches; 

The method according to claim 44, further comprising re-encrypting the 
encrypted packets. (Fig. 2: The data from the front-end 208 is thus 
diverted to the POD card 150 and is decrypted by decrypter 218 and 
re-encrypted by encrypter 214. [0060] Iwamura) 

Consider claim 47, Iwamura combined with Bonan et al. as in claim 44, clearly 
teaches; 

The method according to claim 44, further comprising remapping the 
packet identifiers of the selected packets so that the packets are 
associated with a new packet identifier, wherein the remapping is carried 
out on the unencrypted packets. (Fig. 2: Encrypted packets with the 
secondary PID are decrypted at 230 and then recombined with the 
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data stream (e.g., by remapping the packets to the primary PID) for 
decoding. [0064] Bonan) 

Consider claim 48, Iwamura combined with Bonan et al. as in claim 41, clearly 
teaches; 

The method according to claim 41, wherein the CableCARD comprises an 
OpenCable.TM. compliant CableCARD. (While the present invention is 
described in conjunction with an embodiment of an OpenCable.TM. 
compliant television Set-Top Box [0050] Iwamura) 

Consider claim 49, Iwamura combined with Bonan et al. as in claim 41, clearly 
teaches; 

The method according to claim 41, further comprising remapping the 
packet identifiers of the selected packets so that the packets are 
associated with a new packet identifier. (Fig. 2: Encrypted packets with 
the secondary PID are decrypted at 230 and then recombined with 
the data stream (e.g., by remapping the packets to the primary PID) 
for decoding. [0064] Bonan) 

Consider claim 50, Iwamura combined with Bonan et al. as in claim 49, clearly 
teaches; 

The method according to claim 49, further comprising remapping the 
packet identifiers of the selected packets so that the packets are 
associated with a new packet identifier, wherein the remapping comprises 
remapping packets to substitute packets in the stream of data on a packet 
for packet basis. (The primary PIDs (025) in the input stream are 
replaced with the secondary PID (125) for the clear packets (C). 
[0074] Bonan) 

Consider claim 51, Iwamura combined with Bonan et al. as in claim 49, clearly 
teaches; 

The method according to claim 49, wherein the remapping comprises 
remapping packets to provide for insertion of a packet into the stream of 
data. (Fig. 2: Encrypted packets with the secondary PID are 
decrypted at 230 and then recombined with the data stream (e.g., by 
remapping the packets to the primary PID) for decoding. [0064] 
Bonan) 
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8. Claims 11, 12, 21, 22, 34, 35, 52 and 53 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as 
being unpatentable over Iwamura (US Patent Application Publication 
2003/0059047) in view of Bonan et al. (US Patent Application Publication 
2004/0240668) as applied to claims 1, 13, 23 and 41 above, and further in view of 
Ryal (US Patent Application Publication 2005/0066357). 

9. Claims 11, 12, 21, 22, 34, 35, 52 and 53 are provisionally rejected under 35 U.S.C. 
103(a) as being obvious over copending Application No. 10/767,421 which has a 
common assignee with the instant application. Based upon the earlier effective U.S. 
filing date of the copending application, it would constitute prior art under 35 U.S.C. 
102(e) if published or patented. This provisional rejection under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) is 
based upon a presumption of future publication or patenting of the conflicting 
application. 

This provisional rejection might be overcome either by a showing under 37 CFR 
1.132 that any invention disclosed but not claimed in the copending application was 
derived from the inventor of this application and is thus not the invention "by another," 
or by a showing of a date of invention for the instant application prior to the effective 
U.S. filing date of the copending application under 37 CFR 1.131. This rejection 
might also be overcome by showing that the copending application is disqualified 
under 35 U.S.C. 103(c) as prior art in a rejection under 35 U.S.C. 103(a). See MPEP 
§ 706.02(l)(1) and § 706.02(l)(2). 
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Consider claim 11, Iwamura combined with Bonan et al. as in claim 1 clearly 
teaches the use of a PID remapping. 

The method according to claim 1, wherein the remapping (Fig. 2: 
Encrypted packets with the secondary PID are decrypted at 230 and 
then recombined with the data stream (e.g., by remapping the 
packets to the primary PID) for decoding. [0064] Bonan) 

However, Iwamura combined with Bonan et al. as in claim 1 does not explicitly 
teach the remapping technique of mapping one packet for multiple packets. 
Specifically, Iwamura et al. do not teach: 

remapping comprises mapping one packet for multiple packets. 

In the same field of endeavor Ryal, which discloses a system for modifying 
content rating of a program by substituting content, clearly teaches; 

remapping comprises mapping one packet for multiple packets. (Fig. 3: 
If, however, the replacement content is available at 328, the 
replacement content is retrieved at 338 and is used to replace the 
removed main content at 342. The PID of the replacement content is 
mapped to the PID of the main content at 346 and the content is sent 
to a decoder at 350 for play of the replacement content. [0029] Ryal) 

Therefore, at the time the invention was made, it would have been obvious to 
one with ordinary skill in the art to have included the one for many packet 
remapping, as taught by Ryal, in the system disclosed by Iwamura combined 
with Bonan et al. as in claim 1 for the advantage of being able to replace 
objectionable material in a program with non-objectionable material (see 
paragraph 2 of Ryal). 



Consider claim 12, Iwamura combined with Bonan et al. further combined with 
Ryal as in claim 1 1 , clearly teaches; 

The method according to claim 1, wherein. the remapping (Fig. 2: 
Encrypted packets with the secondary PID are decrypted at 230 and 
then recombined with the data stream (e.g., by remapping the 
packets to the primary PID) for decoding. [0064] Bonan) comprises 
mapping multiple packets for one packet. (Fig. 3: If, however, the 
replacement content is available at 328, the replacement content is 
retrieved at 338 and is used to replace the removed main content at 
342. The PID of the replacement content is mapped to the PID of the 
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main content at 346 and the content is sent to a decoder at 350 for 
play of the replacement content. [0029] Ryal) 

Consider claim 21, Iwamura combined with Bonan et al. as in claim 13 clearly 
teaches the use of a PID remapping. 

The method according to claim 13, wherein the remapping Fig. 2: 
(Encrypted packets with the secondary PID are decrypted at 230 and 
then recombined with the data stream (e.g., by remapping the 
packets to the primary PID) for decoding. [0064] Bonan) 

However, Iwamura combined with Bonan et al. as in claim 1 does not explicitly 
teach the remapping technique of mapping one packet for multiple packets. 
Specifically, Iwamura et al. do not teach: 

remapping comprises mapping one packet for multiple packets. 

In the same field of endeavor Ryal, which discloses a system for modifying 
content rating of a program by substituting content, clearly teaches; 

i 

remapping comprises mapping one packet for multiple packets. (Fig. 3: 
If, however, the replacement content is available at 328, the 
replacement content is retrieved at 338 and is used to replace the 
removed main content at 342. The PID of the replacement content is 
mapped to the PID of the main content at 346 and the content is sent 
to a decoder at 350 for play of the replacement content. [0029] Ryal) 

Therefore, at the time the invention was made, it would have been obvious to 
one with ordinary skill in the art to have included the one for many packet 
remapping, as taught by Ryal, in the system disclosed by Iwamura combined 
with Bonan et al. as in claim 1 for the advantage of being able to replace 
objectionable material in a program with non-objectionable material (see 
paragraph 2 of Ryal). 

Consider claim 22, Iwamura combined with Bonan et al. further combined with 
Ryal as in claim 21 , clearly teaches; 

The method according to claim 13, wherein the remapping (Fig. 2: 
Encrypted packets with the secondary PID are decrypted at 230 and 
then recombined with the data stream (e.g., by remapping the 
packets to the primary PID) for decoding. [0064] Bonan) comprises 
mapping multiple packets for one packet. (Fig. 3: If, however, the 
replacement content is available at 328, the replacement content is 
retrieved at 338 and is used to replace the removed main content at 
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342. The PID of the replacement content is mapped to the PID of the 
main content at 346 and the content is sent to a decoder at 350 for 
play of the replacement content. [0029] Ryal) 

Consider claim 34, Iwamura combined with Bonan et al. as in claim 23 clearly 
teaches the use of a PID remapping. 

The CableCard device according to claim 23, wherein the remapping (Fig. 
2: Encrypted packets with the secondary PID are decrypted at 230 
and then recombined with the data stream (e.g., by remapping the 
packets to the primary PID) for decoding. [0064] Bonan) 

However, Iwamura combined with Bonan et al. as in claim 23 does not explicitly 
teach the remapping technique of mapping one packet for multiple packets. 
Specifically, Iwamura et al. do not teach: 

remapping comprises mapping one packet for multiple packets. 

In the same field of endeavor Ryal, which discloses a system for modifying 
content rating of a program by substituting content, clearly teaches; 

remapping comprises mapping one packet for multiple packets. (Fig. 3: 
If, however, the replacement content is available at 328, the 
replacement content is retrieved at 338 and is used to replace the 
removed main content at 342. The PID of the replacement content is 
mapped to the PID of the main content at 346 and the content is sent 
to a decoder at 350 for play of the replacement content. [0029] Ryal) 

Therefore, at the time the invention was made, it would have been obvious to 
one with ordinary skill in the art to have included the one for many packet 
remapping, as taught by Ryal, in the system disclosed by Iwamura combined 
with Bonan et al. as in claim 1 for the advantage of being able to replace 
objectionable material in a program with non-objectionable material (see 
paragraph 2 of Ryal). 

Consider claim 35, Iwamura combined with Bonan et al. further combined with 
Ryal as in claim 34, clearly teaches; 

The CableCARD device according to claim 23, wherein the remapping 
(Fig. 2: Encrypted packets with the secondary PID are decrypted at 
230 and then recombined with the data stream (e.g., by remapping 
the packets to the primary PID) for decoding. [0064] Bonan) 
comprises mapping multiple packets for one packet. (Fig. 3: If, however, 
the replacement content is available at 328, the replacement content 
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is retrieved at 338 and is used to replace the removed main content 
at 342. The PID of the replacement content is mapped to the PID of 
the main content at 346 and the content is sent to a decoder at 350 
for play of the replacement content. [0029] Ryal) 

Consider claim 52, Iwamura combined with Bonan et al. as in claim 49 clearly 
teaches the use of a PID remapping. 

The method according to claim 49, wherein the remapping (Fig. 2: 
Encrypted packets with the secondary PID are decrypted at 230 and 
then recombined with the data stream (e.g., by remapping the 
packets to the primary PID) for decoding. [0064] Bonan) 

However, Iwamura combined with Bonan et al. as in claim 49 does not explicitly 
teach the remapping technique of mapping one packet for multiple packets. 
Specifically, Iwamura et al. do not teach: 

remapping comprises mapping one packet for multiple packets. 

In the same field of endeavor Ryal, which discloses a system for modifying 
content rating of a program by substituting content, clearly teaches; 

remapping comprises mapping one packet for multiple packets. (Fig. 3: 
If, however, the replacement content is available at 328, the 
replacement content is retrieved at 338 and is used to replace the 
removed main content at 342. The PID of the replacement content is 
mapped to the PID of the main content at 346 and the content is sent 
to a decoder at 350 for play of the replacement content. [0029] Ryal) 

Therefore, at the time the invention was made, it would have been obvious to 
one with ordinary skill in the art to have included the one for many packet 
remapping, as taught by Ryal, in the system disclosed by Iwamura combined 
with Bonan et al. as in claim 1 for the advantage of being able to replace 
objectionable material in a program with non-objectionable material (see 
paragraph 2 of Ryal). 

Consider claim 53, Iwamura combined with Bonan et al. further combined with 
Ryal as in claim 52, clearly teaches; 

The method according to claim 49, wherein the remapping (Fig. 2: 
Encrypted packets with the secondary PID are decrypted at 230 and 
then recombined with the data stream (e.g., by remapping the 
packets to the primary PID) for decoding. [0064] Bonan) comprises 
mapping multiple packets for one packet. (Fig. 3: If, however, the 
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replacement content is available at 328, the replacement content is 
retrieved at 338 and is used to replace the removed main content at 
342. The PID of the replacement content is mapped to the PID of the 
main content at 346 and the content is sent to a decoder at 350 for 
play of the replacement content. [0029] Ryal) 

10. Claims 6, 15, 17, 28, 30 and 46 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Iwamura (US Patent Application Publication 2003/0059047) in 
view of Bonan et al. (US Patent Application Publication 2004/0240668) as applied 
to claims 1 , 13, 23 and 41 above, and further in view of Pinder et al. (US Patent 
Application Publication). 

11. Claims 6, 15, 17, 28, 30 and 46 are provisionally rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as 
being obvious over copending Application No. 10/767,421 which has a common 
assignee with the instant application. Based upon the earlier effective U.S. filing date 
of the copending application, it would constitute prior art under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) if 
published or patented. This provisional rejection under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) is based 
upon a presumption of future publication or patenting of the conflicting application. 

This provisional rejection might be overcome either by a showing under 37 CFR 
1.132 that any invention disclosed but not claimed in the copending application was 
derived from the inventor of this application and is thus not the invention "by another," 
or by a showing of a date of invention for the instant application prior to the effective 
U.S. filing date of the copending application under 37 CFR 1.131. This rejection 
might also be overcome by showing that the copending application is disqualified 
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under 35 U.S.C. 103(c) as prior art in a rejection under 35 U.S.C: 103(a). See MPEP 
§ 706.02(l)(1 ) and § 706.02(l)(2). 



Consider claim 6, Iwamura combined with Bonan et al. as in claim 1 clearly 
teaches the use of a PID remapping. 

The method according to claim 4, wherein the remapping (Fig. 2: 
Encrypted packets with the secondary PID are decrypted at 230 and 
then recombined with the data stream (e.g., by remapping the 
packets to the primary PID) for decoding. [0064] Bonan) 



However, Iwamura combined with Bonan et al. as in claim 1 does not explicitly 
teach the remapping of PIDs on encrypted packets. Specifically, Iwamura et al. 
combined with Bonan et al. do not teach: 

the remapping is carried out on the encrypted packets. 

In the same field of endeavor Pinder et al., which discloses a system for 
implementing a dual encrypted stream using two STBs, clearly teaches; 

the remapping is carried out on the encrypted packets. (Fig. 7: The 
scrambler B 745 encrypts the packet of clear stream C according to a 
second encryption method and provides the encrypted packet to a 
PID remapper 750. The PID remapper 750 remaps the packet's PID 
value to a new PID value [0039] Pinder) 

Therefore, at the time the invention was made, it would have been obvious to 
one with ordinary skill in the art to have included the remapping of encrypted 
packets, as taught by Pinder, in the system disclosed by Iwamura combined with 
Bonan et al. as in claim 1 for the advantage of inserting encrypted data into a 
stream (see paragraph 39 of Pinder et al.). 

Consider claim 15, Iwamura combined with Bonan et al. as in claim 13 clearly 
teaches the use of a PID remapping. 

The method according to claim 13, wherein the remapping (Fig. 2: 
Encrypted packets with the secondary PID are decrypted at 230 and 
then recombined with the data stream (e.g., by remapping the 
packets to the primary PID) for decoding. [0064] Bonan) 
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However, Iwamura combined with Bonan et al. as in claim 1 does not explicitly 
teach the remapping of PIDs on encrypted packets. Specifically, Iwamura et al. 
combined with Bonan et al. do not teach: 

wherein the remapping is carried out prior to the decrypting. 

In the same field of endeavor Pinder et al., which discloses a system for 
implementing a dual encrypted stream using two STBs, clearly teaches; 

wherein the remapping is carried out prior to the decrypting. (Fig. 7: The 
scrambler B 745 encrypts the packet of clear stream C according to a 
second encryption method and provides the encrypted packet to a 
PID remapper 750. The PID remapper 750 remaps the packet's PID 
value to a new PID value [0039] Pinder) 

Therefore, at the time the invention was made, it would have been obvious to 
one with ordinary skill in the art to have included the remapping of encrypted 
packets, as taught by Pinder, in the system disclosed by Iwamura combined with 
Bonan et al. as in claim 1 for the advantage of inserting encrypted data into a 
stream (see paragraph 39 of Pinder et al.). 

Consider claim 17, Iwamura combined with Bonan et al. further combined with 
Pinder et al. as in claim 15, clearly teaches; 

The method according to claim 13, wherein the remapping is carried out after the 
re-encrypting. (Fig. 7: The scrambler B 745 encrypts the packet of clear 
stream C according to a second encryption method and provides the 
encrypted packet to a PID remapper 750. The PID remapper 750 remaps the 
packet's PID value to a new PID value [0039] Pinder) Encrypted packets are 
remapped. 

Consider claim 28, Iwamura combined with Bonan et al. as in claim 23 clearly 
teaches the use of a PID remapping. 

The CableCARD device according to claim 23, wherein the remapping 
(Fig. 2: Encrypted packets with the secondary PID are decrypted at 
230 and then recombined with the data stream (e.g., by remapping 
the packets to the primary PID) for decoding. [0064] Bonan) 

However, Iwamura combined with Bonan et al. as in claim 23 does not explicitly 
teach the remapping of PIDs on encrypted packets. Specifically, Iwamura et al. 
combined with Bonan et al. do not teach: 

the remapping is carried out prior to the decrypting. 
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In the same field of endeavor Pinder et al., which discloses a system for 
implementing a dual encrypted stream using two STBs, clearly teaches; 

the remapping is carried out prior to the decrypting. (Fig. 7: The 
scrambler B 745 encrypts the packet of clear stream C according to a 
second encryption method and provides the encrypted packet to a 
PID remapper 750. The PID remapper 750 remaps the packet's PID 
value to a new PID value [0039] Pinder) 

Therefore, at the time the invention was made, it would have been obvious to 
one with ordinary skill in the art to have included the remapping of encrypted 
packets, as taught by Pinder, in the system disclosed by Iwamura combined with 
Bonan et al. as in claim 1 for the advantage of inserting encrypted data into a 
stream (see paragraph 39 of Pinder et al.). 

Consider claim 30, Iwamura combined with Bonan et al. further combined with 
Pinder et al. as in claim 28, clearly teaches; 

The CableCARD device according to claim 23, wherein the remapping is 
carried out after the re-encrypting. (Fig. 7: The scrambler B 745 
encrypts the packet of clear stream C according to a second 
encryption method and provides the encrypted packet to a PID 
remapper 750. The PID remapper 750 remaps the packet's PID value 
to a new PID value [0039] Pinder) Encrypted packets are remapped. 

Consider claim 46, Iwamura combined with Bonan et al. as in claim 23 clearly 
teaches the use of a PID remapping. 

The method according to claim 44, further comprising remapping (Fig. 2: 
Encrypted packets with the secondary PID are decrypted at 230 and 
then recombined with the data stream (e.g., by remapping the 
packets to the primary PID) for decoding. [0064] Bonan) 

However, Iwamura combined with Bonan et al. as in claim 23 does not explicitly 
teach the remapping of PIDs on encrypted packets. - Specifically, Iwamura et al. 
combined with Bonan et al. do not teach: 

remapping the packet identifiers of the selected packets so that the 
packets are associated with a new packet identifier, wherein the 
remapping is carried out on the encrypted packets. 

In the same field of endeavor Pinder et al., which discloses a system for 
implementing a dual encrypted stream using two STBs, clearly teaches; 



V 
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remapping the packet identifiers of the selected packets so that the 
packets are associated with a new packet identifier, wherein the 
remapping is carried out on the encrypted packets. (Fig. 7: The 
scrambler B 745 encrypts the packet of clear stream C according to a 
second encryption method and provides the encrypted packet to a 
PID remapper 750. The PID remapper 750 remaps the packet's PID 
value to a new PID value [0039] Pinder) 

Therefore, at the time the invention was made, it would have been obvious to 
one with ordinary skill in the art to have included the remapping of encrypted 
packets, as taught by Pinder, in the system disclosed by Iwamura combined with 
Bonan et al. as in claim 1 for the advantage of inserting encrypted data into a 
stream (see paragraph 39 of Pinder et al.). 

12. Claims 54 and 55 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 

Iwamura (US Patent Application Publication 2003/0059047) in view of Coupe et 

al. (US Patent Application Publication 2006/0136976). 

Consider claim 54, Iwamura clearly teaches the use of a removable device for 
the manipulation of a stream of data containing packet identifiers (PIDs). 

A method of manipulating a stream of data in a CableCARD device (Fig. 2 
POD 150), comprising: 

sending the first stream of data including the selected packets with 
remapped packet identifiers back to the host. (Fig. 2: The re-encrypted 
data stream goes to decrypter 224 through the POD interface 212. 
[0060] Iwamura) 

The use of a removable device allows for improved security of data by 
manipulating data inside the device and transmitting encrypted data back to the 
host (see paragraph 7 of Iwamura). 

However, Iwamura does not explicitly teach PID remapping of multiple transport 
streams. 

receiving first and second streams of data, the first and second streams of 
data comprising a plurality of packets each having a packet identifier (PID) 
associated therewith; 
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selecting certain of the packets from the second stream of data for 
remapping of the packet identifiers associated with the selected packets; 

remapping the packet identifiers of the selected packets so that the 
packets are associated with a packet identifier that identifies the selected 
packets as being a part of the first stream 

In the same field of endeavor Coupe et al., which discloses a system for 
remapping multiple transport streams, clearly teaches; 

receiving first and second streams of data (Fig. 4: Receiver 100 receives 
two independent network inputs 101, 102 at separate network 
interfaces 103, 104, respectively. [0056] Coupe) from a host (Fig. 2: 
The data from the front-end 208 is thus diverted to the POD card 150 
[0060] Iwamura), the first and second streams of data comprising a 
plurality of packets each having a packet identifier (PID) associated 
therewith (Incoming packets would be filtered based on the PID 
values within the header of the packet. [0059] Coupe); 

selecting certain of the packets from the second stream of data for 
remapping of the packet identifiers associated with the selected packets 
(All PIDs from the secondary stream needing to be reassigned, 
would then have a re-map value associated with them. [0059] Coupe); 

remapping the packet identifiers of the selected packets so that the 
packets are associated with a packet identifier that identifies the selected 
packets as being a part of the first stream (Up to 32 re-maps would be 
possible, meaning the hardware would contain a bank of PID look-up 
entries and a corresponding bank of re-map values. Any PIDs with 
PID look-up entries would have the PID value within the header of the 
packet replaced with the re-map value before being forwarded to the 
transport demultiplexor. [0059] Coupe); 

Therefore, at the time the invention was made, it would have been obvious to 
one with ordinary skill in the art to have included remapping of multiple transport 
streams, as taught by Coupe et al., in the system disclosed by Iwamura for the 
advantage of allowing multiple transport streams to be received and processed 
simultaneously (see paragraph 5 of Coupe et al.) while providing the increased 
security benefits of a removable module. 



Consider claim 55, Iwamura combined with Coupe et al. as in claim 54, clearly 
teaches; 
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The method according to claim 54, wherein the remapping comprises 
remapping packets to provide for insertion of a packet into the first stream 
of data. (All PIDs from the secondary stream needing to be 
reassigned, would then have a re-map value associated with them. 
Up to 32 re-maps would be possible, meaning the hardware would 
contain a bank of PID look-up entries and a corresponding bank of 
re-map values. Any PIDs with PID look-up entries would have the 
PID value within the header of the packet replaced with the re-map 
value before being forwarded to the transport demultiplexer. [0059] 
Coupe) 

13. Claims 56 and 57 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Iwamura (US Patent Application Publication 2003/0059047) in view of Coupe et 
al. (US Patent Application Publication 2006/0136976) as applied to claim 54 
above, and further in view of Ryal (US Patent Application Publication 
2005/0066357). 

Consider claim 56, Iwamura combined with Coupe et al. as in claim 54 clearly 
teaches the use of a PID remapping. 

The method according to claim 54, wherein the remapping (PID re- 
mapping: Incoming packets would be filtered based on the PID 
values within the header of the packet. Up to a total of 32 PIDs could 
be filtered from both streams. Packets matching the PID filter would 
be forwarded to the transport demulti plexor. All PIDs from the 
secondary stream needing to be reassigned, would then have a re- 
map value associated with them. Up to 32 re-maps would be 
possible, meaning the hardware would contain a bank of PID look-up 
entries and a corresponding bank of re-map values. Any PIDs with 
PID look-up entries would have the PID value within the header of the 
packet replaced with the re-map value before being forwarded to the 
transport demultiplexer. [0059] Coupe) 

However, Iwamura combined with Coupe et al. as in claim 54 does not explicitly 
teach the remapping technique of mapping one packet for multiple packets. 

remapping comprises mapping one packet for multiple packets. 

In the same field of endeavor Ryal, which discloses a system for modifying 
content rating of a program by substituting content, clearly teaches; 
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remapping comprises mapping one packet for multiple packets. (Fig. 3: 
If, however, the replacement content is available at 328, the 
replacement content is retrieved at 338 and is used to replace the 
removed main content at 342. The PID of the replacement content is 
mapped to the PID of the main content at 346 and the content is sent 
to a decoder at 350 for play of the replacement content. [0029] Ryal) 

Therefore, at the time the invention was made, it would have been obvious to 
one with ordinary skill in the art to have included the one for many packet 
remapping, as taught by Ryal, in the system disclosed by Iwamura combined 
with Coupe et al. as in claim 54 for the advantage of being able to replace 
objectionable material in a program with non-objectionable material (see 
paragraph 2 of Ryal) while providing the increased security benefits of a 
removable module. 

Consider claim 57, Iwamura combined with Coupe et al. further combined with 
Ryal as in claim 56, clearly teaches; 

The method according to claim 54, wherein the remapping comprises 
mapping multiple packets for one packet. (Fig. 3: If, however, the 
replacement content is available at 328, the replacement content is 
retrieved at 338 and is used to replace the removed main content at 
342. The PID of the replacement content is mapped to the PID of the 
main content at 346 and the content is sent to a decoder at 350 for 
play of the replacement content. [0029] Ryal) 



Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to John R. Schnurr whose telephone number is (571) 270- 
1458. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday - Friday, 7:30am to 5:00pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Patrick Edouard can be reached on (571) 272-7603. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 



Application/Control Number: 10/774,871 



Page 30 



Art Unit: 2621 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 



JRS 




